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Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act

TASK FORCE MEETING
August 7, 2001

Minutes

L. INTRODUCTION

Colonel Thomas Julich convened the forty-third meeting of the Louisiana
Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Act Task Force Meeting. The
meeting began at 9:42 a.m. on August 7, 2001, at the Louisiana Department of
Wildlife and Fisheries building in Baton Rouge, Louisiana. The agenda is shown
as enclosure 1. The Task Force was created by the Coastal Wetlands Planning,
Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA, commonly known as the Breaux Act),
which was signed to law (PL 101-646, Title III) by President George Bush on
November 29, 1990.

Colonel Julich introduced the Task Force members. Dr. Len Bahr
reported on the Coastal Summit. It was a very positive event and well attended.
Mr, James Burgess informed the audience that he was moving on to a new
position and would no longer be on the Task Force for the U.S. Department of
Commerce. He wished everyone well. Colonel Julich presented Mr. Burgess with
a certificate of appreciation for his service on the Task Force.

II. ATTENDEES

The attendance record for the Task Force meeting is presented as
enclosure 2. Listed below are the six Task Force members:
Dr. Len Bahr, State of Louisiana
Mr. Sam Becker, Environmental Protection Agency
Mr. David Frugé, U.S. Department of the Interior
Mr. Don Gohmert, U.S. Department of Agriculture
Mr. James Burgess, U.S. Department of Commerce
COL Thomas Julich, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
All of the Task Force members were in attendance, except Mr. Don Gohmert who
was represented by Mr. Bruce Lehto.

111. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM PREVIOUS MEETING

Mr. Dave Frugé requested that action items directed by the Task Force at
their April 12, 2001, meeting concerning the Bayou Lafourche project be added to
the minutes.




Motion by Mr. Dave Frugé: To approve the minutes from the April 12, 2001 Task
Force meeting with the action items on Bayou Lafourche added.

Second to motion: Dr. Len Bahr

Motion passed unanimously.

IV. TASK FORCE DECISIONS
A. Complex Project Approvals

MTr. Saia presented the recommendation of the Technical Committee
regarding funding approvals for the Maurepas Swamp Diversion and Holly Beach
complex projects. The Federal sponsor of the Maurepas Swamp Diversion
project, the EPA, had completed the Phase 0 planning study and requested Phase
1 funding. The state cost share partner of the Holly Beach project, the LDNR,
had essentially completed Phase 1 requirements with its own funds and requested
along with the Federal sponsor of the project, the NRCS, partial (one half) Phase
2 funding.

Mr. James Burgess asked EPA to look for other funding sources for the
Maurepas Swamp Diversion project during Phase 1. He asked Mr. Randy
Hanchey, LDNR, if breakwater funding would be requested from the Task Force
for the Holley Beach project at a later date. Mr. Hanchey responded that the
breakwater work would be done with state money. Dr. Bahr expressed pride in
the role of the state and the participation of the Task Force in the two projects. He
felt that the projects exemplified the role of science in the project development
process. Mr. Hanchey reported on the current status of the Holley Beach project.
He stated that Phase 1 could be wrapped up in one or two months. Mr. Burgess
asked whether the Technical Committee would review the required documents
prior to Phase 2 approval. Mr. Lehto, NRCS, assured the Task Force that the
Technical Committee would get the appropriate documentation to review. Phase
2 funds would not be allocated until the lead agency demonstrated that all Phase 1
requirements had been met. Mr. Sam Becker thanked the public for their concern
about the Maurepas Swamp Diversion project.

Motion by Dr. Len Bahr: To approve funds in the amount of $5,199,000 plus
contingencies for Phase 1 Engineering and Design of the Maurepas Swamp
Diversion project and $9,626,000 for partial Phase 2 construction funding for the
Holly Beach project contingent upon completion of Phase 1 requirements.
Second to motion: Mr. Sam Becker

Motion passed unanimously.

B. Decauthorization of Projects

The Task Force voted on the deauthorization of the Red Mud project.
Letters were sent to all of the state and Federal legislators concerned with this




project in May 2001, No comments were received. Mr. Saia presented the
recommendation of the Technical Committee to begin deauthorization of the
Compost Demonstration project.

Dr. Bahr expressed his regrets that the program was unable to implement this
project that had an industry partner.

Motion by Dave Frugé: To begin deauthorization of the Red Mud project.
Motion seconded.
Motion passed unanimously.

C. Formal Decision on Fax Vote for Coast-Wide Aerial Vegetation Survey

On June 13, 2001, a Task Force fax vote was taken to approve an $86,250
allocation to the LDWF and USGS/NWRC for a coast-wide wetland delineation
aerial survey. The Task Force members formally recorded their votes.

Motion by Dave Frugé: To approve an $86,250 allocation to the LDWF and
USGS/NWRC for coast-wide delineation aerial survey.

Motion was seconded.

Motion passed unanimously.

D. Outreach Quarterly Report

Mr. Scott Wilson reported on the activities of the Breaux Act Outreach
Program. Project dedications are being planned. Ms. Gabriel Bodin is acting as
outreach coordinator. The NMFS is going to supply an FTE for the position. Mr.
Rex Caffey is preparing fact sheets on six different CWPPRA issues. Ms, Lynn
Shoenberg, Barataria Terrebonne National Estuary Foundation, described a
proposed outreach campaign to be conducted in conjunction with the Superbowl
that is being held in New Orleans in January 2002. Colonel Julich wants Ms.
Sydney Coffee to provide oversight for CWPPRA. Mr. Burgess wants the public
to know that with the loss of Louisiana coastal wetlands a Federal treasure is
being lost. Dr. Bahr suggested providing a map of the Louisiana coast at the time
of the first Superbowl. Mr. Hanchey requested that contingency money be
reserved. Mr. Burgess suggested looking for private funds. Mr. Cullen Curole
requested $63,000 from the Task Force to put the campaign together. Mr. Mark
Schleifstein, of the New Orleans Times-Picayune, stated that reporters covering
the Superbowl would be doing stories on the city and state. Mr. Wilson stated
that the outreach committee would be involved. Mr. Mark Davis urged the Task
Force to try. Secretary Caldwell committed the state to providing interim
financing. Mr. Becker suggested moving ahead with approval.

Motion by Dr. Len Bahr: To approve $63,000 for the Superbow] outreach effort
out of the FY01 planning budget.




Motion seconded by Mr. James Burgess
Motion passed unanimously.

V. INFORMATION
A. Status Of Funds And Projects In The Breaux Act Program

Mr. Tom Podany briefed the Task Force on the status of funds in the
Breaux Act construction program. The following tables were presented:

1. Status of Cash Flow Management Project Funding Approval Schedule.
Estimated dates that agencies will request Phase 2 funding approval; estimated
dates that complex projects will request Phase 1 and Phase 2 funding.

2. Status of Construction Funds. Taking into consideration approved current
estimates, project expenditures through present, Federal and non-Federal cost
sharing responsibilities, we estimate $35,305,899 Federal funds to be available,
based on Task Force approvals to date.

3. Construction Program Potential Cost Changes. This table depicts potential
future construction program cost increases and decreases affecting available
Federal funds. If these increases and decreases are taken into consideration,
$41,437,308 in Federal funds would be available for FY02.

4, Projects Returning Excess Funds. A total of $4,564,857 may be returned
from projects that have completed or almost completed construction.

5. CWPPRA Project Summary Report by Priority List. A priority list
summary of funding, baseline and current estimates, obligations and expenditures,
for the construction program as furnished by the lead agencies for the CWPPRA
database.

6. Analysis of Construction Funds. This table analyzes Federal and non-
Federal cost sharing responsibilities as determined by the current approved project
estimates.

7. Status of Cash Flow Funding. PPL 9 has $11,279,936 obligated for Phase
1 activities and $17,323,288 obligated for the four projects that have received
Phase 2 approval; expenditures total $872,134 for PPL 9. Obligations for PPL 10
Phase 1 activities total $5,221,194 to date, with expenditures of $75,945.

B. Review Of The Draft Plan For The FY 2002 Planning Budget

Colonel Julich discussed the recommendation of the Technical Committee
to proceed with the development of a smaller than usual list of candidate projects




to be considered for inclusion on Priority Project List 12 and the planning
activities that the CWPPRA agencies might pursue with the time and funds that
are saved. The sum of $5,000,000 in new funding is anticipated in FY02. The
sum of $1,728,554 is currently available in FYO1. He asked the Task Force to
consider future demands on the program, expediting projects, and the
effectiveness of existing projects. He stated that about $500,000,000 of Federal
funding can be expected through the currently authorized life of the program. He
presented a proposal to solicit 12 project nominees and select six to eight of these
as candidates to be evaluated for the 12® PPL. Mr. Frugé voiced his approval of
the approach and added that he would like to see projects with systemic benefits.
Mr. Lehto and Dr. Bahr added support to the idea of a smaller list. Colonel Julich
wants quarterly updates on the progress of the items mentioned above and
directed the Technical Committee to prioritize the additional planning activities in
their budget proposal for FY02. Mr. Frugé wants to focus on Coast 2050 with
CWPPRA dollars. Mr. Burgess liked the project and program evaluation
proposals and wanted to know the impact of priority list development on the
ability to pursue other items. Mr. Podany responded with his opinion that the
reduced PPL effort shouid allow time and resources for other pursuits. Mr.
Burgess directed the Technical Committee to present alternative levels of effort in
their budget proposal. Mr. Hanchey was concerned about the amount of effort
spent on Phase 0 and stated that LDNR had a proposal for a redesigned Phase 0
process. Mr. Podany defended the current process stating that it has been
improved every year and likely will continue to improve. Mr. Burgess cautions
that quality must be assured and wants at least the current level of effort
maintained. Mr. Hanchey suggested an outside report and offered to outsource
through LDNR. Colonel Julich asked Mr. Hanchey to work with the Technical
Committee on the idea. Mr. Burgess cautioned the Technical Committee to watch
for conflicts of interest when outsourcing. Mr. Frugé urged the committee not to
lose the synergy that the agencies have produced over the years working as a
team. Mr. Mark Davis suggested a targeted PPL12. Each locality should not
expect a project every year. He wanted to know what role CWPPRA should be
playing in advancing 2050. The decision should be at the Task Force level.

C. Bayou Lafourche
Mr. Sam Becker reported on the status of the Bayou Lafourche Diversion
project. Note that the CWPPRA Task Force approved the Bayou Lafourche

project on PPLS,

The Task Force, at their meeting on April 12, 2001, requested the
following 7 items as guidance for evaluation of the project:

1. Investigate the impact of water supply uses on wetland benefits.

2. Review the project benefits and likelihood of achieving success.




3. Briefly consider measures and alternatives to reduce costs.

4. Investigate alternative funding sources and their requirements.

5. Review other planned public works and how they impact the project.

6. Provide pros and cons on options for proceeding with Phase 1.

7. Determine the recommended level of CWPPRA investment in the project.

Mr. Becker stated that the EPA had not addressed all seven items as of vet.
Mr. Troy Hill reported that 42 cfs of water was currently being drawn from Bayou
Lafourche for consumption and that 110 cfs could be expected to be withdrawn
during the growing season. Dr. Bahr informed the Task Force that a new benefit
analysis had been performed and that the State Lands Office was looking at the
effect of raising water levels in the bayou to lower project costs. He also
mentioned a resolution sponsored by Representatives Dupre and Pitre asking
Congress to support river diversions to address hypoxia concerns. Dr. Jenneka
Visser described the new benefit analysis. Mr. Hill informed the Task Force that
the EPA would consider the recommendations of the value engineering study
being conducted on the project. Mr. Burgess asked the EPA to look at lands and
water bottoms and consider the cost of raising water levels onto private lands as
an alternative. Mr. Mark Davis stated that we were learning lessons from this
project that could be applied elsewhere. Dr. Bahr expressed his opinion that the
benefit of restoring the bayou for fishing and swimming had not been considered.
Mr. Kerry St. P¢ expressed the support of the Barataria/ Terrebonne Estuary
Program for the project. Mr. Tom Bingham, a representative of the Valentine
paper mill, expressed the need for more freshwater for his plant. He did not like
the Lake Verret project that might pump water of unacceptable quality into the
bayou. The EPA will report again on the status of the project at the next Task
Force meeting.

D. Ship Shoal Forum Results

Mr. Greg Miller briefed the Task Force on the results of an information
exchange meeting with dredging industry representatives held on July 12, 2001,
The meeting satisfies a portion of a Task Force directive to assess the utilization
of Ship Shoal sediments for barrier island restoration. The final report was |
distributed at the meeting. See enclosure 3. |

E. Priority Project List 11 Candidate Projects.

Mr. Saia provided an update on the selection of 19 candidate projects for
cvaluation and consideration for the upcoming 11th Priority Project List. The




Environmental and Engineering Working Groups have begun the evaluation
process and will complete project planning and assessment activities in late 2001.
The Technical Committee will monitor progress of the working groups and
provide additional updates to the Task Force in the future. Mr. James Burgess
requested an estimated total dollar amount for the 19 candidate projects. See
enclosure 4.

F. Status of the Review of Breaux Act Committee Structure

Ms. Cynthia Duet reported on the efforts of the review team. The committee
proposed looking at examples of third party reviews such as the Xerox
Corporation review of LDNR’s Coastal Management Division permitting process.
Mr. Hanchey described the Xerox review process and results. He thought that the
CWPPRA review results would be easier to implement because of the level of
control exerted by the Task Force. Secretary Caldwell agreed. Mr. Mark Davis
linked permitting to CWPPRA and saw them as integral parts of coastal
stewardship. Mr. Burgess complimented the team and requested that a document
be prepared that lays out the CWPPRA process for the public.

VI. ADDITIONAL AGENDA ITEMS

A. Dr. Len Bahr told the Task Force of the strong interest that Governor Foster
has in the Atchafalaya reef project.

B. Mr. James Burgess stated that the expert report on the proposed coast-wide
monitoring plan lacks a review of and comparison to the existing monitoring plan.
Future efforts to consider a coast-wide monitoring plan should include this
review.

VII. REQUEST FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS

The Task Force chairman offered members of the public an opportunity to
comment on issues of concern.

A. Mr. Ken Ragus would like to see more projects in the Port Sulphur/Venice
area of Plaquemines Parish. He told the Task Force that no one has dealt with the
oyster issues. He described the current condition of Shell Island and pointed out
that no Plaquemines Parish officials were in attendance. Dr. Len Bahr reported
on the efforts of the Oyster Task Force and the State Task Force to resolve the
oyster 1ssue. Colonel Julich advised Mr. Ragas to speak with the Coast 2050
team.




B. Mr. Cullen Curole introduced Lori Szczecina, who will head an organization
in Lafourche Parish called Restore or Retreat.

C. Mr. Rodney Gilbeau thanked the Task Force for approving Holly Beach. Mr.
Gilbeau concluded by saying, “You can catch more bees with sugar than with
salt.”

VIII. DATE AND LOCATION OF THE NEXT TASK FORCE MEETING

The date of the next Task Force meeting was tentatively scheduled for
October 18, 2001 in New Orleans at the Corps of Engineers District Office. Final
details were to be provided via public notice and the CWPPRA Internet Web
Page. The date of the meeting was subsequently changed to October 25, 2001.




Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act

TASK FORCE MEETING
Angust 7, 2001

Minutes

I. INTRODUCTION

Colonel Thomas Julich convened the forty-third meeting of the Louisiana
Coastal Wetlands Conservation and Restoration Act Task Force Meeting. The
meeting began at 9:42 a.m. on August 7, 2001, at the Louisiana Department of
Wildlife and Fisheries building in Baton Rouge, Louisiana. The agenda is shown
as enclosure 1. The Task Force was created by the Coastal Wetlands Planning,
Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA, commonly known as the Breaux Act),
which was signed to law (PL 101-646, Title 11I) by President George Bush on
November 29, 1990.

Colonel Julich introduced the Task Force members. Dr. Len Bahr
reported on the Coastal Summit. It was a very positive event and well attended.
Mr. James Burgess informed the audience that he was moving on to a new
position and would no longer be on the Task Force for the U.S. Department of
Commerce. He wished everyone well. Colonel Julich presented Mr. Burgess with
a certificate of appreciation for his service on the Task Force.

I1. ATTENDEES

The attendance record for the Task Force meeting is presented as

enclosure 2. Listed below are the six Task Force members:

Dr. Len Bahr, State of Louisiana

Mr. Sam Becker, Environmental Protection Agency

Mr. David Frugé, U.S. Department of the Interior

Mr. Don Gohmert, U.S. Department of Agriculture

Mr. James Burgess, U.S. Department of Commerce

COL Thomas Julich, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

All of the Task Force members were in attendance, except Mr. Don Gohmert who
- was represented by Mr. Bruce Lehto. '

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM PREVIOUS MEETING

Mr. Dave Frugé requested that action items directed by the Task Force at
their April 12, 2001, meeting concerning the Bayou Lafourche project be added to
the minutes.




Motion by Mr. Dave Frugé: To approve the minutes from the April 12, 2001 Task
Force meeting with the action items on Bayou Lafourche added.

Second to motion: Dr. Len Bahr

Motion passed unanimously.

IV. TASK FORCE DECISIONS
A. Complex Project Approvals

Mr. Saia presented the recommendation of the Technical Committee
regarding funding approvals for the Maurepas Swamp Diversion and Holly Beach
complex projects. The Federal sponsor of the Maurepas Swamp Diversion
project, the EPA, had completed the Phase 0 planning study and requested Phase
1 funding. The state cost share partner of the Holly Beach project, the LDNR,
had essentially completed Phase 1 requirements with its own funds and requested
along with the Federal sponsor of the project, the NRCS, partial (one half) Phase
2 funding.

Mr. James Burgess asked EPA to look for other funding sources for the
Maurepas Swamp Diversion project during Phase 1. He asked Mr. Randy
Hanchey, LDNR, if breakwater funding would be requested from the Task Force
for the Holley Beach project at a later date. Mr. Hanchey responded that the
breakwater work would probably be done with state money. Dr. Bahr expressed
pride in the role of the state and the participation of the Task Force in the two
projects. He felt that the projects exemplified the role of science in the project
development process. Mr. Hanchey reported on the current status of the Holley
Beach project. He stated that Phase 1 could be wrapped up in one or two months.
Mr. Burgess asked whether the Technical Committee would review the required
documents prior to Phase 2 approval. Mr. Lehto, NRCS, assured the Task Force
that the Technical Committee would get the appropriate documentation to review,
Phase 2 funds would not be allocated until the lead agency demonstrated that all
Phase 1 requirements had been met. Mr. Sam Becker thanked the public for their
concern about the Maurepas Swamp Diversion project.

Motion by Dr. Len Bahr: To approve funds in the amount of $5,199,000 plus
contingencies for Phase 1 Engineering and Design of the Maurepas Swamp
Diversion project and $9,626,000 for partial Phase 2 construction funding for the
Holly Beach project contingent upon completion of Phase 1 requirements.
Second to motion: Mr. Sam Becker

Motion passed unanimously.

B. Deauthorization of Projects

The Task Force voted on the deauthorization of the Red Mud project.
Letters were sent to all of the state and Federal legislators concerned with this




project in May 2001. No comments were received. Mr. Saia presented the
recommendation of the Technical Committee to begin deauthorization of the
Compost Demonstration project.

Dr. Bahr expressed his regrets that the program was unable to implement this
project that had an industry partner.

Motion by Dave Frugé: To begin deauthorization of the Red Mud project.
Motion seconded.
Motion passed unanimously.

C. Formal Decision on Fax Vote for Coast-Wide Aerial Vegetation Survey

On June 13, 2001, a Task Force fax vote was taken to approve an $86,250
allocation to the LDWF and USGS/NWRC for a coast-wide wetland delineation
aerial survey. The Task Force members formally recorded their votes.

Motion by Dave Frugé: To approve an $86,250 allocation to the LDWF and
USGS/NWRC for coast-wide delineation aerial survey.

Motion was seconded.

Motion passed unanimously.

D. Outreach Quarterly Report

Mr. Scott Wilson reported on the activities of the Breaux Act Outreach
Program. Project dedications are being planned. Ms. Gabriel Bodin is acting as
outreach coordinator. The NMFS is going to supply an FTE for the position. Mr.
Rex Caffey is preparing fact sheets on six different CWPPRA issues. Ms. Lynn
Shoenberg, Barataria Terrebonne National Estuary Foundation, described a
proposed outreach campaign to be conducted in conjunction with the Superbowl
that is being held in New Orleans in January 2002. Colonel Julich wants Ms.
Sydney Coffee to provide oversight for CWPPRA. Mr. Burgess wants the public
to know that with the loss of Louisiana coastal wetlands a Federal treasure is
being lost. Dr. Bahr suggested providing a map of the Louisiana coast at the time
of the first Superbowl. Mr. Hanchey requested that contingency money be
reserved. Mr. Burgess suggested looking for private funds. Mr. Cullen Curole
requested $63,000 from the Task Force to put the campaign together. Mr. Mark
Schleifstein, of the New Orleans Times-Picayune, stated that reporters covering
the Superbowl would be doing stories on the city and state. Mr. Wilson stated
that the outreach committee would be involved. Mr. Mark Davis urged the Task
Force to try. Secretary Caldwell committed the state to providing interim
financing. Mr. Becker suggested moving ahead with approval.

Motion by Dr. Len Bahr: To approve $63,000 for the Superbow] outreach effort
out of the FY01 planning budget.




Motion seconded by Mr. James Burgess
Motion passed unanimously.

V. INFORMATION
A. Status Of Funds And Projects In The Breaux Act Program

Mr. Tom Podany briefed the Task Force on the status of funds in the
Breaux Act construction program. The following tables were presented:

1. Status of Cash Flow Management Project Funding Approval Schedule.
Estimated dates that agencies will request Phase 2 funding approval; estimated
dates that complex projects will request Phase 1 and Phase 2 funding.

2. Status of Construction Funds. Taking into consideration approved current
estimates, project expenditures through present, Federal and non-Federal cost
sharing responsibilities, we estimate $35,305,899 Federal funds to be available,
based on Task Force approvals to date.

3. Construction Program Potential Cost Changes. This table depicts potential
future construction program cost increases and decreases affecting available
Federal funds. If these increases and decreases are taken into consideration,
$41,437,308 in Federal funds would be available for FY02.

4, Projects Returning Excess Funds. A total of $4,564,857 may be returned
from projects that have completed or almost completed construction.

5. CWPPRA Project Summary Report by Priority List. A priority list
summary of funding, baseline and current estimates, obligations and expenditures,
for the construction program as furnished by the lead agencies for the CWPPRA
database.

6. Analysis of Construction Funds. This table analyzes Federal and non-
Federal cost sharing responsibilities as determined by the current approved project
estimates.

7. Status of Cash Flow Funding. PPL 9 has $11,279,936 obligated for Phase
1 activities and $17,323,288 obligated for the four projects that have received
Phase 2 approval; expenditures total $872,134 for PPL 9. Obligations for PPL 10
Phase 1 activities total $5,221,194 to date, with expenditures of $75,945.

B. Review Of The Draft Plan For The FY 2002 Planning Budget

Colonel Julich discussed the recommendation of the Technical Committee
to proceed with the development of a smaller than usual list of candidate projects




to be considered for inclusion on Priority Project List 12 and the planning
activities that the CWPPRA agencies might pursue with the time and funds that
are saved. The sum of $5,000,000 in new funding is anticipated in FY02. The
sum of $1,728,554 1s currently available in FYOl. He asked the Task Force to
consider future demands on the program, expediting projects, and the
effectiveness of existing projects. He stated that about $500,000,000 of Federal
funding can be expected through the currently authorized life of the program. He
presented a proposal to solicit 12 project nominees and select six to eight of these
as candidates to be evaluated for the 12" PPL. Mr. Frugé voiced his approval of
the approach and added that he would like to see projects with systemic benefits.
Mr. Lehto and Dr. Bahr added support to the idea of a smaller list. Colonel Julich
wants quarterly updates on the progress of the items mentioned above and
directed the Technical Committee to prioritize the additional planning activities in
their budget proposal for FY02. Mr. Frugé wants to focus on Coast 2050 with
CWPPRA dollars. Mr. Burgess liked the project and program evaluation
proposals and wanted to know the impact of priority list development on the
ability to pursue other items. Mr. Podany responded with his opinion that the
reduced PPL effort should allow time and resources for other pursuits. Mr.
Burgess directed the Technical Committee to present alternative levels of effort in
their budget proposal. Mr. Hanchey was concerned about the amount of effort
spent on Phase 0 and stated that LDNR had a proposal for a redesigned Phase 0
process. Mr. Podany defended the current process stating that it has been
improved every year and likely will continue to improve. Mr. Burgess cautions
that quality must be assured and wants at least the current level of effort
maintained. Mr. Hanchey suggested an outside report and offered to outsource
through LDNR. Colonel Julich asked Mr. Hanchey to work with the Technical
Committee on the idea. Mr. Burgess cautioned the Technical Committee to watch
for conflicts of interest when outsourcing. Mr. Frugé urged the committee not to
lose the synergy that the agencies have produced over the years working as a
team. Mr. Mark Davis suggested a targeted PPL12. Each locality should not
expect a project every year. He wanted to know what role CWPPRA should be
playing in advancing 2050. The decision should be at the Task Force level.

C. Bayou Lafourche
Mr. Sam Becker reported on the status of the Bayou Lafourche Diversion
project. Note that the CWPPRA Task Force approved the Bayou Lafourche

project on PPL5.

The Task Force, at thetr meeting on April 12, 2001, requested the
following 7 items as guidance for evaluation of the project:

1. Investigate the impact of water supply uses on wetland benefits.

2. Review the project benefits and likelihood of achieving success.




3. Briefly consider measures and alternatives to reduce costs.

4. Investigate alternative funding sources and their requirements.

5. Review other planned public works and how they impact the project.

6. Provide pros and cons on options for proceeding with Phase 1.

7. Determine the recommended level of CWPPRA investment in the project.

Mr. Becker stated that the EPA had not addressed all seven items as of yet.
Mr. Troy Hill reported that 42 cfs of water was currently being drawn from Bayou
Lafourche for consumption and that 110 cfs could be expected to be withdrawn
during the growing season. Dr. Bahr informed the Task Force that a new benefit
analysis had been performed and that the State Lands Office was looking at the
effect of raising water levels in the bayou to lower project costs. He also
mentioned a resolution sponsored by Representatives Dupre and Pitre asking
Congress to support river diversions to address hypoxia concerns. Dr. Jenneka
Visser described the new benefit analysis. Mr. Hill informed the Task Force that
the EPA would consider the recommendations of the value engineering study
being conducted on the project. Mr. Burgess asked the EPA to look at lands and
water bottoms and consider the cost of raising water levels onto private lands as
an alternative. Mr. Mark Davis stated that we were leaming lessons from this
project that could be applied elsewhere. Dr. Bahr expressed his opinion that the
benefit of restoring the bayou for fishing and swimming had not been considered.
Mr. Kerry St. Pe expressed the support of the Barataria/ Terrebonne Estuary
Program for the project. Mr. Tom Bingham, a representative of the Valentine
paper mill, expressed the need for more freshwater for his plant. He did not like
the Lake Verret project that might pump water of unacceptable quality into the
bayou. The EPA will report again on the status of the project at the next Task
Force meeting.

D. Ship Shoal Forum Results

Mr. Greg Miller briefed the Task Force on the results of an information
exchange meeting with dredging industry representatives held on July 12, 2001.
The meeting satisfies a portion of a Task Force directive to assess the utilization
of Ship Shoal sediments for barrier island restoration. The final report was
distributed at the meeting. See enclosure 3.

E. Priority Project List 11 Candidate Projects.

Mr. Saia provided an update on the selection of 19 candidate projects for
evaluation and consideration for the upcoming 11th Priority Project List. The




Environmental and Engineering Working Groups have begun the evaluation
process and will complete project planning and assessment activities in late 2001.
The Technical Committee will monitor progress of the working groups and
provide additional updates to the Task Force in the future. Mr. James Burgess
requested an estimated total dollar amount for the 19 candidate projects. See
enclosure 4.

F. Status of the Review of Breaux Act Committee Structure

Ms. Cynthia Duet reported on the efforts of the review team. The committee
proposed looking at examples of third party reviews such as the Xerox
Corporation review of LDNR’s Coastal Management Division permitting process.
Mr. Hanchey described the Xerox review process and results. He thought that the
CWPPRA review results would be easier to implement because of the level of
control exerted by the Task Force. Secretary Caldwell agreed. Mr. Mark Davis
linked permitting to CWPPRA and saw them as integral parts of coastal
stewardship. Mr. Burgess complimented the team and requested that a document
be prepared that lays out the CWPPRA process for the public.

VI. ADDITIONAL AGENDA ITEMS

A. Dr. Len Bahr told the Task Force of the strong interest that Governor Foster
has in the Atchafalaya reef project.

B. Mr. James Burgess stated that the expert report on the proposed coast-wide
monitoring plan lacks a review of and comparison to the existing monitoring plan.
Future efforts to consider a coast-wide monitoring plan should include this
review.

VII. REQUEST FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS

The Task Force chairman offered members of the public an opportunity to
comment on issues of concern.

A. Mr. Ken Ragus would like to see more projects in lower Plaquemines Parish.
He told the Task Force that no one has dealt with the oyster issues. He described
the current condition of Shell Island and pointed out that no Plaquemines Parish
officials were in attendance. Dr. Len Bahr reported on the efforts of the Oyster
Task Force and the State Task Force to resolve the oyster issue. Colonel Julich
advised Mr. Ragas to speak with the Coast 2050 team.




B. Mr. Cullen Curole introduced Lori Szczecina, who will head an organization
in Lafourche Parish called Restore or Retreat.

C. Mr. Rodney Gilbeau thanked the Task Force for approving Holly Beach. Mr.
Gilbeau concluded by saying, “You can catch more bees with sugar than with
salt.”

VIll. DATE AND LOCATION OF THE NEXT TASK FORCE MEETING

The date of the next Task Force meeting was tentatively scheduled for
October 18, 2001 in New Orleans at the Corps of Engineers District Office. Final
details were to be provided via public notice and the CWPPRA Internet Web
Page. The date of the meeting was subsequently changed to October 25, 2001.




